POLITICAL DIVERSITY WITHIN THE UNITED STATES         525
This was especially true when the prices of tobacco and cotton were high.
Therefore, in the South slavery persisted.
While slavery thus became entrenched in the South the world was
gradually becoming convinced that human slavery is wrong. This con-
viction easily spread in the North. It failed to make headway in the
South because the Southerners, like people everywhere, thought that
methods which were profitable to them must be right. Hence for a time
anti-slavery and pro-slavery dominated the politics of the whole country
and finally brought on the Civil War. That terrible struggle would never
have occurred but for the marked climatic contrast between the North and
the South. Even today the political divergence arising from the difference
in climate between the North and the South still persists in the fact that
the Democrats count on the vote of the "solid South," while the chief
strength of the Republicans is in the North.
How Geography Dominates the Tariff Question in American Politics.
Many people suppose that they believe in free trade or protection because
of principles of general justice. The vast majority, however, hold one
belief or the other simply because of the place where they live, the occu-
pation that they follow, or the way their parents happen to have voted.
As a congressman once put it: "We are not patriots in our treatment
of the tariff. We forget the good of the country as a whole, and think
only of what products we want free or protected because of the geographi-
cal conditions in our particular part of the country." The following
examples of things that have actually happened in Congress when a tariff
bill has been under discussion illustrate his words. (1) A Massachusetts
Republican, although belonging to the party that advocates protection,
demanded that hides be placed on the free list. He came from a shoe-
manufacturing region. At the same time a Texas Democrat, whose party
inclines to free trade, insisted that the duty on hides be increased. The
plains of Texas are excellent for cattle, and a high duty on hides would
increase the price of their skins. (2) A South Carolina Democrat de-
manded a protective duty on rice. (3) When the tariff on sugar was
reduced by the Democrats the Louisiana Democrats and the Michigan
Republicans, representing cane sugar and beet sugar, united in opposing
the measure tooth and nail. (4) Senators from the Rocky Mountains
dwelt upon the importance of protection of wool. (5) The representatives
from California demanded protection of lemons. (6) Minerals have the
same effect as plants and animals, for when the Republicans voted for free
coal, a Pennsylvania Republican declared that this was a repudiation fry
his party o£ its policy of protection.
In general, each part of the country wants protection and high price!
for the things that it produces, and free trade and low prices for the thing!

